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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

November 17, 1994

C. e 7~ -77

Mr. Jake C. Rone
Sheriff
New Madrid County Square
clo The Jailhouse
New Madrid County, Missouri 63869

Dear Mr. Rone:

Thank you for your letter regardiDI the Federal Communications Commission's Billed
Party Preference (BPP) proceeding. On May 19, 1994, the Commission adopted a Funbcr
Notjcc of Pro,posed IV_Fnr in this proceeding. I have enclosed a copy of the Further
Notice and press release accompanying it for your information.

The Further Notiq; sets forth a detailed cost/benefit analysis of BPP. This analysis
indicates, based on the available data, that the benefits of BPP to consumers would exceed its
costs. The Further Notice seeks comment on this analysis and asks interested parties to
supplement the record concerning the costs and benefits of BPP. The Further Notice also
invites parties to recommend alternatives to BPP that could produce many of the same
benefits at a lower cost.

The Eunbcr Notice also explicitly seeks comment on whether correctional facility
telephones should be exempt if BPP is adopted. Specifically, the Funbcr Notice seeks
additional information on the effectiveness and costs of controlliDg fraud originating on
inmate lines with or without BPP. The Furtbcr Notice also seeks comment on a proposal to
exempt prison telephones from BPP if the operator service provider adheres to rate ceilings
for inmate calling services.

BPP would not preclude prison officials from blocking or limiting inmate calls to
specific telephone numbers in order to prevent threatening and harassing calls. Moreover,
BPP would not affect the ability of prison officials to limit inmates tq, collect calling or to
program telephone equipment at the prison site to block certain numbers.
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TbaDk you for your imerest in this proceeding. I can assure you that the Commission
will carefully examine all of the comments submitted in response to the FUl1bcr Notice,
including additional empirical data regarding the costs and benefits of implementing BPP and
the impact of BPP on telephone service from correctional facilities.

rely yours,9~

Kathleen M.H. Wallman
Chief
Common Carrier Bureau

Enclosures



CHRISTOPHER S. BOND
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itrittd ~tattJ~
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2503

S.pteaber 15, 1994

Fad.ral Co..unications Co..ission
C~n Carri.r Bur.au
1919 K Str••t, N.W.
Waahington, D.C. 20554

Dear Sir or Mad_:

BnclOlled pl.._ find a.veral copi.s of l.t.t.ara s.nt. to .e by
., constituents outlining concerns about the Billed Party
Pr.f.r.nc. propo-.d regulation, CC Dock.t92-77. Becaus. this is
a issu. ov.r which your d.part.ent. hasjurisdict.ion, I felt you
would be int.restad to know of this.

I would appr.ciate a respons. to the enclosed l.tters at
your .arliut convenience. Pl•••• f ••l fr•• to'rupond directly
to -.y COI'Yttit..enta, aa I have notified th.. of our contact anc:t
th.y will be awaiting your reply. Al_-~ -pl_.. forward a copy of
your reapon.. to ., offic••

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher S. Bond

CSB/SCJ
Enclosure
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J~11s County Sheriffs Department
P.O. ~ox 316
New Londo~, Missouri 03459

July 20. 199~

The Honorable Christopher S, Bond
United SlateS Senate
Russell Bldg.. Room 293
Washington. O. C. 20510

Re: CC Docket ~2·77

Dear Senator:

I am wridDa to voice my coacems lIbout die plopcIIeli Billed Party Prdaace repdadon. The comctioaal
facility inIIIate... iDduIuy would be severely jeapIrdized ~' BPP..aft'ecIiaI jonwes tbeir families aad
die crimiDal justice sysIeIIl as a whole. Fo,. lhis reason. '" an asking rhal initial. calls b~ IIXlI",P' from
rhlt propoud BPP replation.

0\'eI' the put ten yean. adminisUalors of comctional facilities ha'\-e '-n able to put iDlo place a ven.'
etfective sysIeIIl (or allowiDl iDlDlle pho.. calls. The' rilht to choose our pbone smice Pl'O\ider .. been
key to our succ:es.s. TlUs senice bas a.lw8)"S been delh'md to us at very reasoDibIe rates. What's more.
ilUlWe phone commissions have been a sipificant source of m'enue for our facility and have belped us
improve it dramatically. HilllSlt this nVlInulI ro fiurd various p,.ograms including: law ltnjuf'Cltltlllnt
education; inmate hllalth. IIducation and ncreation: jail pe,.sonnltl safllly; drug pM'ention and oth"
c,?",munity pro".ams; fa"'i~v visitarion ere.

HD" III'lt IIf •.., ofIfr}' bigGI CfJIU'mu.",BilktJ PIUfy PH/nace:

• It strips correctional facilit)" administrators of the right to choose inmate phone pro\'iclers.

• Technology for BPP wouid reponed1y cost upwards ofSI.5 billion. an e....pense that would
havc to be passed aiong to the consumer.

• Without the authori~' to process calls. inmate phone providers would no lonpr have the
rcvenue to pl'O\ide the sopbistic:aled phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones \\ith fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and e\'e~' inmate call,

• The averqe ICftIlh of stay in jail would increase because inmatlS would not ha\'e the phone
pri"'ileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. 17,is eosrs ,,,,ryone.'

• Under 8PP. correc:lionai facilities would no longer han conuol over inmate calls. wbich
means no call tracking or blocking. lnnultes could conceivably har:1ss judges. \\itnesses. jury
members or e\'en the victims of their crimes,

• Witilout caU conuol. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems cunently handled
~. inmate phone pfO\'iders.

For the abo\'e reasons. and countless others. we belie"e that THE COSTS OF Bn..LED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OlT\VEIGH THE BENEFITS. [fBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate c~lIs exempt. Tlumk you for your consideration of my \·iews.



Jul~' 20. 199~

The Honorable Christopher S. Bond
United Swes Smale
Russell Bldg.. Room !93
Washington. D. C, 205lO

Re: CC Docket ~2·17

De:1r Senator:

I am writinl to voice m~' c:oaccms about the proposed Billed Party Ptelerac:e rep1aIion. The c:omclioaa1
facility inmate pillUte industry would be 5e\'erely jeopU'dized ~. SPP. a6ctiDI iDmares. tbeir familia and
the criminal justice ~'srem as a whole. Fa,. this nason. we an asking that inmate caJJs b~ ex.mptfrom
the p1'OpoRd BPP ngu/aliun.

Q\-er the past ten years. administrators ofc:orrectional faciliries bave bleD able to put into place a veay
declive system Cor allowinl inmate phoDe c:UIs. The rilbt to c:hooIe our phoDe SIl'\ice pI'O\'ider b8I been
key to OUt success. This service has always been dtll\wed to lIS at vay rIUOIIIble races. What's Il1O&

inmate phone commissioD5 ba\'e been a sipiliQDt source of m'eDue for our facility and ba\'e be1p1d us
improve it clramalically. rr. use thIS ,.",.nu. to fund "Various progrtUHS including: law enJOrc~It.nt

education; inmate h~aJth. education and recnation: jail~nonneisaf'ty: drug pnvention and other
community provams: fami/ ..., vIsitation etc,

HttI'~ III'~ II ftl''' uf"'J' b;~CflttCIII'tU IIlNHIt BlJJJltJ hrty PN/tllWlC6:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technolo~' for BPP would reportedly cOSt upwards ofS1.5 billion. an e.'\-peDSe that would
have [0 be passed <liong to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process cnlls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
re'..enue [0 provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to reven to the old wa~'S of
super.ising each and ~'ery inmate cnll.

• The 3\"erale lenlth of~' in jail would incre:1se bec:wse inmares would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrntgernents for obtaining bond. n,is costs e"e,.y()n~.1

• Under BPP, correctional faciliues would no loopr ha\'e coDtrOI O\'er inmau: c::UJs. which
mans no coUl tracking or blocking. InmaIIS could conceh'3bly harass judges. ~imeues. j~'
members or ~'en the \'ictims of their crimes.

• Witbout cnl1 control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently haDdled
by inmate phone pfO\'iders,

For the abo\'e re::asons. 3Dd countless others. we beliC"e that TIlE COSTS OF Bn.LED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR [N1vlATE CALLS FAR OL'TWEIGH THE BENEFITS. lfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate c:l1ls ~xempt. Thank you for your consideration of m~' \·ie"'s.

I!. (!~

C. Rone, Sheriff
Madrid County

New Madrid, MO 63869
(314) 748-2516


